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DECLASS IF I ED AND RELEASED BY 
CENTRAL INTELL I6ENCE A6ENCV 
h vc rsltv* Itha c. a«N»Y , SOURCESMETHOOSEXEMPT I0N 3B2S 

UZI WAR CR I ME S 01 SCLOSURE ACT 
SATE 2007 

i consists of 27 men an' . \ omen. According ,o 
o lands of Soviet studen regular "teach ;r ; of 
otl somewhere else who wait to improve their English* 
employees of the Intour .s' , engineers, anc gene re 1 
•ity of Students are Russians* ■tyiere are also 7 Ukrainiar s ? 
it least two Uhbeks, at Ion tone Estonian teacher. 

According to KOJDU (Estonian lady) the wl ole group 
■KOPOVIGH (Byelorussian) cl limed that he jo:i ned the 
•» Some Soviet students iriaKstaa share roc ms with 
Accoiding to what 11 was to id by American students 
find "a rapport" with tl cm. As John WANDSI] AK put 
i: ed arc! too blind". So: c of them go , hownv r, to 
mostly to Professors and lecturers of the Cornell 
read "NOVOE RUSSKOE 3L0V0", make excursion; on 


are. 


collogues, They "help" oach other in that: Q3 soon as M wa3 noticed by someone 
to b ) talking to a Soviet without witnesses they soon received company. 





3, TSVETKOV and KOSTYLOV seem to be the bosses. Majority avoids 
political topics but bosses and their helpers do not mind, them. Sore people are 
gone : roly inrorosted in learning Sag3S±sh not only English but also as much 
as ! ;:Lblo about America and the Woot in genofcnl. thm xu ro a x so intarestcl 

^Ln reacting American literature. One Russian lady a deed for "Cathlrr in the %e' ! by 
Sail gar. She was giv n it by M, (Her name was Lina,lnu). 

/ f! 

^ 4. M stayed at the University f - om 16 to 20 July 1963, He promised to 

visi t thorn again on 6 August 1963 and to help sane of them as guid> in New York, 
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Beside "regular contacts" M arranged a twist-party at the Sage Hall for 
a group of Soviet students in which also several American students took part and 
once went with Soviet students ( 3 of thou) to a bar in the city* Both 
"occasions" took place on 1# July 1963* 

5, Their daily working "order " is ass follows* 

8.00 - 9*00 hrs breakfast at Ivy Roam, Cafeteria 
9*00 - 11*00 hrs lectures 

11 hrs to 13 hrs rest, and lunch at Cafeteria 

13.00 to 15*00 or 16.00 hra lectures 

16.00 to 17*00 hrs demonstration of films, record playing etc. for 

instructional purposes 

from 17 hrs on -- free. 

They spend their time reading at Sage Hall, going to the sea, taking walks 
in the park a so. 




SUBJECT: TSVETKOV, Gleb Nikolaevich 

SOURCE : M 


. a? f 

f . o ■ V> . 


DATE : 16-20 July 1963 


1* Subject is Prorector of Kiev Universit y, Ukrainian, Candid ate of _ 
Philosophical Sciences , seems to be in charge of the Soviet group at Cornell 
University. Behaves like a higher KGBofficer. Ap parent age 4 0, 5*8, fu ll round 
face, b lond, balding mn t he front, b lue eyes, rather emotional, hut not talkative, 
plays well chess, claims to be particularly interested in the Itoosovelt-era of 
American history. Most of his free time likes to spend in library. 

M had opportunity to talk to himtete -a-tete and in company of other members 
of the Soviet group on 17,18, and 19 July 1963* Subject was"at once”mnterested 
in M*s biographic data and "knew how to put questions”. 

Speaks fair English. His Ukrainian is fine but sometimes he uses Russicisms. 
Selfassured, almost arrogant, in cases"where he was pinned down on the point he 
simply changed ^subject and refused to give direct answer”. 

2. 0 n 18 J u ly 1963 Subjoott promised M to give a Book of Ukrainian 

have it 

songs. Next day, at 12.15 he apologized that he nolj/fuith him and asked 

M to stay with him for another evening. Then they would also play Ukrainian 
records. M thanked as he had to leave for New York in the afternoon. 


v <*• 


Topics discussed with Subject 


1. FODGORNY and recent changes in the top-echelons of CP Ukraine 

The promotion of PODG-ORNY to his new position in Moscow - according 
to Subject - has great significance to the CP U raine and Ukrainian people 
in general. He will be able to do in Moscow a great deal of good , anyway much 
more than KIRICHENKO. Any allusions that PODGOItNY might follow the path of the 
latter are ridiculous • FODGORNY is a completely different man than 
KIRICHENKO^ both as a human being and as politician. 

When M poibted out his recent attacks against "any appearances of 
Ukrainian bourgeois nationalism" and a new drive to\mrd Russification, Subject 
rejected M's assertions as untrue . According to him there is no Russification 
as official line of policy and at the present one should talk about a revival 
of Ukrainian culture and literature. There are more Ukrainian publications 
nowadays than ever before, for instance, soon all works of Franko will be 
published^ preparations for Shevchenko* 8 anniversary in 1964 ore something 
beyond 'fnybody's comprehensions: already now 1,000 people are working 
In KANEV itself making decorations, modifications etc. ; more and more people 
are speaking Ukrainian in the streets of K^ev and other cities, a 30 . 

The 6f SHECHERBIT3KY was not caused by any political 

factors and had no political implications. SHCHERBYTSKY was ill, he suffered \ 

■ > from some liver-ailment and simply could not keep up to his responsibilities. / 
Hi 3 parents were Russian but he himself felt like a Ukrainian. ^ 

2 0 Bourgeis nationalism. 

According to Subject, the attacks of P0DG0RNYI and others' against 
Ukrainian bourgeis nationalism are fully justified. There are still in-the 
Ukraine many banderivtsi who refused to change their attitude to the Soviet ’ 1 

regime. That's despite the/ fact that the Soviet system was very magnanimous 


in its attitude to them. 


Since Nikita Sergeevich came to power many of nationalists were released. 


given chances to live like all the other Sfaviet people and many availed 


themselves of this magnanimous policy. But not all of them. Some EdbcfcfeEH 


still continue to poison happy Soviet athmosphere 0 UPA-bands brought 


much unhappiness to the Ukrainian people. Their leaders were politically 


blind, they fought against everybody, and Subject knew pretty well what Bandera 


and others did. When M indicated that UPA fought for Ukrainian state, for 


freedom aso and not against the Russian people but its imperialists, Subject 


rejected all that as"nonsenee" and changed 


the topic o ASfced about 


political program of Ukrainian Underground he repliec^hat he knew but this 


did not change his opinion about Ukrainian nationalists. To M'S question what 


he thought about the Classless society as presented in the 


UHWR program Subject replied that he couldn't care less about it and when 


M tried to explain it to other/^ manbeis of the Soviet group, he interrupted 


him by oxclaim&ng : "That's all very fine , but what did do tfcs Bandera and 


others? 3?hoy helped the German fashists,thoy are timitors to Ukrainian people, 


nobody cai. fool me ,, 


"After the war they helped American imperialists. 


they were supported by Americans who parachuted their weftans to the UPA, 


All these weapons are now in our museums and everybody knows that they, were 


supplied by Americans to Ukrainian bandits,,." 


U rainian nationalists cannot claim that Stalinism was responsible 


for their lot. Whoever had been in Stalin's position , xrould have had to fight 


them. There can be no rehabilitation of UPA bands in the Soviet Union whatsoever. 


3, Condemnation of liunrei 


According to Subject the story about the hunger in the Ukraine in 1933 


has boon much exaggerated • In the beginning ho oven claimed tliat there wa3 


no hunger in 193$®. Then admitted tliat it was but was not organized by the 


party. There is no need to condemn specifically what happened then in the 


Ukraine because bad features of Stalinism and the cult of personality have 


' T : -' 




been- alreday condemned summarily. 


4. Attacks again 


5 


iters, poets a nd artists 


The party is ablolutely rlcht in attacking them. This is in their own 
interest and will put them on the right track. Those who repented will 
be published again. Only people like DRACH "this stubborn rottenness" will 
never be printed again. He and those like him want to taach everybody. But in facl 
they need proper schooling themselves. 

5. Mykola SEREDA 

On 18 July 1963 when at Sage lobby at20.3O hrs discussing again 

Russification in the Ukraine, M pointed out that he knew about ijt not only from 

it 

the press but ,for instance, from SEREDA of KIEV who told about, \at a students’ 

meeting, and who justified his defection with the argument that although he 

was a communist he was "gainst the Russification of Ukrainian nation. 

Subjcet replied that he know very well about SEREDA. The latter was a cynic. 

\ 

The, news about Ills defection did shock all people in KIEV indeed because 
nobody could imagine that having had such a good petition Sereda would 
dare leave the Soviet U n ion. In KIEV he had all chances to make a really fine 
career. And therefore everybody knew that there must have gofte something wrong 
with him. What he did was not normal. His parents suffered terribly from 
what he made. His mother became ill, had a nervouo breakdown, then ^stroke 
and finally diedo Hi 3 father was demoted f 1 om Ms post. 

Subject spoke about SEREDA in s/ffuch a manner as though he particularly wanted 
to impress M. Also it was M’s impression that Subject as though waited for thn a 
question about SEREDA. 

M told S that SEREDA , as far ho knew, sriambax finished Ms studies at Columbia 
and went now somov/hero to work. 


6. Emigration 

Subject knows that there are too many nationalists abroad. TMs is 


the wi>rst human element. 


They hate all Soviet. Whatever happens in the Soviet Union they twist it 
and try to turn ±fca against the Soviet people. They say they love the Ukraine 


but in ireality they hate her. Of courso, there are also good people, good 
Ukrainians . He knows ,for instance, LEVYTSKXI, editor of "Hromadslcy Holos". 

The latter is a good Ukrainian. 

Asked about the UCC, Subject seamed not know what it was. He heard abc 
"Suchasnist" but did not raid it. His friend SLIPAKOV in KIEV is very much 
interested in emigration, reads emigre,’ papers, and he told Subject about 
"Suchasnist". Subject refused to comment on "Wovoe Russkoe Slovo" which he 

reads every day in the library of Cornell Univ. 

lx 


7. Preparations for Shevchenko's Anniversary in 1964 

The Shevchenko celebrations in 1964 will bo a great manifestation 
of "Ukrainian strength". In 1963 Subject spent early summer in KANEV vacationing. 
At that t.'uto tlioro was a general rohonrsal of all artist/ groups for 1964 
celebration. Among others there was also KOZLOVSKY! . Altogether there wore 
about 10,000 people. Emigrants will be surprised when they will learn 
about the Shevchenko ceremonies next year. 

Ukrainian Academy of Sciences prepares a special edition of Shevchenko* s works. 

At the Kpev University tliero will be a Shevchonko-room arranged by Prof 
ISHCIIUK undor motto: Our University and Shevchenko. Similar ar angemonts and 
celebrations will be conducted all oper the Ukraine. 

S . H.u so-Ukrainian P.rlattons 

; he friend:;! dp botwe- n Inis a inns and Ufra i nianais stra:v~ ami c~ e. goal. 
(' n ly nationalists are rgainst it. The reali sation of "amalgamation of nations" 
will take some time to implement but oven then national enitity of various 
peoples will be p eserved. H e admitted that Ukrainians don’t like Russians? Vail 
them "kH&hly" but tolerate it when Georgians or other non-Russian do the some. 


Subject 'praised, those Ukrainian young literary men who do not find - 

con on language with Evtushenkota: and his like but look toward "proved 

experienced elderly collogues in Russian and in the Ukraine". I n particular 

he praised SEVACHETIKO (/) and EOIfCtTEKKO in Kiev* 

When M asked rtr hflrag fc when Kiev will publish "The History of Ukraine" by 

HRUSHEVSKY, Subject replied that it never will happen because HP.USHEVSKYIS 

view are "against the Soviet system". M pointed then to the fact that 

similar "bourgeois" Russian historian KLUCHEVSKI lias been recently published, 
did not know what to answer 

Subject 1®“ without any com. ent. When another Sov - 

* i 

Nocolai,lnu - tried to "explain" that KLUCHEVSKI was not a bouTgoeis nationalist. 
Subject interrupted him by stressing : " 0,no, M is right, KLUGHEVsld. was a 
bourgoeis nationalist". 
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SUBJECT : KO STH. EV, Vladimir Yureevich (Vova) ..} 

t i i 

SOURCE : li 

DATE : 16-19 July 1963 


1. Subject is a n enginee r from KIEV, Ukr SSR, Ukrainian /?/, married. 
aged 40 * 6’ ,brmni combed back hair, wears glasses, rough manners, long 
face, rather unsympathetic, looks like a typical KGB officer of lower 
rank. Spoke very fine Ukrainian. Sometimes used Russicisms. 

16 July 1963 in the evening Subject was introduced to M by RUDENKO 
who pronounced Subject's last name different than KOSTYLEV* It sounded 
something like KELNYCHUK. Subject gave him a dirty look and stressed : 

Ball me Vova, Vova Kostylov". Then he began to ask M in detail what he 
was doing in Ithaca, why did ho come to the Cornell Univ. etc. ( M explained 
that he was talcing some exams for the purpose of getting a job here.) 
SamB^evening M ant, Subject sang Ukrainian songs "Bandura" etc. Subject 
did not know , hovovor, neither "Rushnychok" nor "Marichka" and folt 
somewhat awkward when M teased him faro abotrt Ms Ukrainian origin because o 
tint. In talking Subject was rather rough . 

M saw Subject also, on 17 July at Cafeteria in the morning (S o 30 to 
9.00 hr a) and in the evening same day at the party arranged by M. 

Whereas all other Soviet participants of the party : BURKHANOV, Marius, 

DOSMUKI 1AMED0V , Dohnlal , RROKOROVICII, Edward) Nicolai, lnu, and 3 or 4 
others enjoyed l'.i*s teaching them to dance twist nr.d cha-ctefcha, 

Subject watched all the time the others and refused to participate 
in danceso hen he asked M for a talk "on tho side". Tried to get as 
much as possible about M himself and even asked about the- building in frfaich 
M was taking Ills exams. 
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2, Subject told M that he had just received a letter from his wife irom 
KIEV who wont together with their son, aged 11, to YALTA on vacations. Also that 
during the war he was at LE' HWGRAD- front and served with the armjr till 1946. 

At one time he was stationed in Poland and therefore speaks fair Polish. 


Topics discussed with Subject and his assertions 

1. Removal of SHCHEREYT SKY from Kiev 

SI1G EKBYToKY vras sent to DNEPROPETROVSK because of bad health. He 
suffered from serious liver illness* His parents were Russ an and he himslef 
vras a Russian too. Recent changes in Kiev on the pairty-and government top have 
nothing to do with "politics as such". Simply, it vras time to give chances to 
other people, "We have democracy ' too", 

2. Russification 

Subject rejected the idea that the Ukrnino was being forcibly 
Russified, It is true that many people mn cities vjpikH speak Russian, 

But since Stalin's death there has been a great revival of Ukrainian life 
and it is not going down but up. Subject asked M why does he study Russian 
and not Ukrainian, After M’s reply that he wondered if Ukrainian had any 
prospects sinco Subject himself told^tSat it is being used only in the 
countryside, tho latter stressed again that M vras wrong and that Ukrainians 
will never bo russified. 

3. Attacks against writers and artists 

KHRUSHCHEV was absolutely right in criticizing them. They will bo not 
persecuted. Op tho contrary, tho party will take care of thorn. Those who 
repontod will bo published again« 


, -'T 
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SUBJECT: RU DEIIKO, Via dinar Sameno vych 
SOURCE : M 


J , a 


DATE : 16 - 1" July 1963 


1. Subject is an elec toni cs engineer from KIEV,Ukr S3R, Ukrainian, 
appar.age 4.0, 5 '8, strong, blond receeding hair combed back, blue eyes, 

inn oval face, a typical Ukrainian, has a soft vibice, rather gay and lively. 
Married, speaks very fine Ukrainian and fair English. 

2. Subject was very much interested in life in the States, was 
puzzled by earnings of various professions in this country, in particular amazed 
about ike purchases of houses. He was surprised that workers were 

paid unemployment compensations. Avoided political topics but listened 
intensively to what M told' jabout Ukrainian emigration in the states and 
in Canada. 

3. Subject rofused to com en^o?i attacks against young Ukrainian 

writers and artists. liio answer was:" W°ll, there aro conferences and congresses, 

oxcrciso 

and various peoplo nxmarsizE^sclf criticism and criticism. But thcro is much 
good in these young people too." 

4. U saw on 16 July in the evening and next day during lunch time .Both 
times he was acoompahied by STUPAK. 


y * 


/• 

SUBJECT: ' S TUPAK, Nicola i \ 

SOUkCE : 11 

BATE *: 16-19 July 1963 


1, Subject is teacher of English, from Donbass, Ukrainian, appeer.age 
40 , married, 5'8, sqiiare face, phlegmatic, but sombre, slim, brown hair, 
intelligent, speaks slowly, his Ukrainian zssaddfcdtussiidsEma: has some Russicisms. 
lie avoided political topics and was mainly interested in life in the States* 
Stressed to M tliat GOGOL was Ukrainian and not Ruslan and that among criticized 
poets and artists in the ,'Joviet Union were also good people* 

2* K saw on 16 July in theevening and next day at lunchtime in 
company of KUDENKO* On 1$ M saw liin again, they greotod each other but Subject 
loft 11 iinmurU.atoly, It war. 1 1 1 o improssion that Subject did not want to bo soon 


in 11 1 s 


company* 


#- .1 k a 

SUBJECT : BURKHANOV ,Marius 

i 

SOURCE : M 

DATE : 16-19 July 19 03 


1. Subject is an employee of the Intourist, Uzbek , at one time studied 
agriculture but had not finished it, aged 32, 5*6, fat , has a tommy, brown 

combed straight back hair , round ful l fac e, has some Asiatic features but not 

u . 

conspic^puB/5* Speaks Rusian, undos;, ands Ukrainian, poor English. A gay type, 
rather vain, of rather low intelligence, mainly interested in good food and 
comforto Looks like a low rank KGB-officer. 

2 0 M sarr Subject every day during supper at Cafeteria from 16 to 19 


rihclusivo,] July/ and onoe during lunchtime on 18 July. Subject was also ono 

of main participants of the twist-party organized by M on 17 July at S a ge Hall* 

In Ills turn 

Subject was host to M on 18 June from 20*30 to 1*00 hrs when 
M was treated with Uzbek meals in the room of Subject and in company of 
DQSIIUKHAMEDOV • 

3* Subject and DO SMUKf IAI4ED0V asked M to be their guide in New York 
on their way home and wore given M ! s telephone // . (Actually the telephone number 
of lus shop in NYC ) # They wore plajnniiig to spend about two days in Now York 
after 24 August 1963. 

4. At the party given to M on 18 July 1963 Subject told him that he 
was manied to a Russian lady^ they had t\*;o children, S ! s brother was married 
to a Ukrainian lady and worked in the Ukraine* 

5* tl nnttbond l.hn r, ,, rcd..,a liionsiilp 11 hotwoon Subject and )‘X 1 t>T ' ArERDOV 


W.s like between master and his servant and Subjoct plnyfcf*- tho former 


d 


* • 



Topics discussed with Subject 

lo StMLi rd sra 

According to Subject Stalin made only' some small mistakes and his good 
deeds prevailed. In particular Uzbekistan ha to be grateful to Stalin . 

V/hen asked ’./hat in particular for he replied that Stalin liquidated 
illiteracy , feudalism, religious prejudices "etc". So, if Stalinism £s 
to be introduced again he doesn’t see any evil in it. At one pint he stressed 
rather emotionally : "How^ Khrushchev is not going to use Stalin’s practices 
when on the one side you've got crazy Ehina Hrxk on the other satellites and 
American imperialists? He has to do it , I mean he has to be more strict and he is 
right. " 

Soviet Chlnose relations 

2. On another occasion when asked about Soviet-Chine so rolat,ion3 Subjoct 
replied that thoro woro no serious differences between the both. At that moment 
DOSMIjK] tAMF.DOV interfered and said: "0 no, wait, wait, there aro already some 
serious ones". Subject seemed to be quite surprised but did not bother 

to ask more about them* 

3. Daulanov-affair 

Subject heard about DAULANOV who was simply "a black sheep", lie wanted 
to oxcite Kazakhs against Kudians • This as wrong and he was rightly punished* 

4. Hourgools nationalism 

According to Subject there are no differences among various Soviet 
nationalities* All are equal. Only old people foster still some nationalist 
prejudices. v/hen reminded of Da 1 ’Ionov he simply roplind: 11 Well, I told you ho 
was a black sheep". 




| t 

governments - s no st geradnc desire to cocnist i-jith the West, lie stressed 

that all Soviet peoples were hopeful that present negotiations in Moscow will 

be fruitful, and tjiat the party and the govememniit wants only one thing: peace, 

and once noro peace. Subject limped that the negotiations will lead to 

signing a tost-ban and ho would bo voiy happy about it. This time Subjoe t also 

stressed that Chino so Pcoplo Republic hail a very bad policy, 5 tho Clnnese wont 

tho Soviet Union to go to war with tho West but tho former will never do it. 



Subject liked Amorica. Rut there are many tilings he disapproved of. for 
instance whon they woro in a bur in IThACA together with M o>- 1^ July Subject 
saw young ladi.es coiidng in shoi'ts and drinking . "This was immoral." llo also 
didn’t like the Idgh percentage of unemployed in the States. On the other 
hand Subject had to change Ids view about persecution of Negroes in America, 
lie did not seo any persecution and ho was g ing to tell it Ids people, v-n the 
contrary, ho saw Negro and white students and go arm-in-arm and Negroes eating 
in restaurants together with widtec. 

3. Moscow and provinces 

Subject does not disapprove of tho fact that Moscow is oest _r 2 — l 
respects. It is a capital, a capital of all Soviet peoples. So it should be. 

Cn the other hand ho admitted that non-Russians donSt like to be called 

* 1 

provinces* 
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9* Gave .trier Barnett 

came 

Subject could not understand how/povemer Barnett could oppose 
President Kennedy, How was it possible at 111 ? What kind of government you 
have ? - lie wondered. Subject saw only weakness in such a my of governing 
and he could not imagine something like that happen in the Soviet Union. 

10. Cultural exchange 

Subject is all for increased cultural exchange. He hoped that if 
Moscow talks wilj come to fruition then this might be also conducive to 
"'piercing the Iron Curtain,,^ 


# ' 


"' I *t i c. c> ...... 

Subject: 'DOaruKiiMlDOV, -D e halal <' ' i J ' 

Source : M 

DAte : 16 - 19 July 1963. 

1. Subject Is a teacher of English, Uzbek, aged 4'-', 5^7, slim, brown hair, 
combed back, rece ding in the front, long face, black eyes, wears no glasses, 
long nose, wide mouth. Of low intelligence, very gay, conscious of his Uzbek 
nationality and is proud of it (more than Ms "master" EURKHAIJOV) • His English 
is rather poor (moreover as for a teacher of English). Seems to be mainly interested 
in good food, vine, and girls, ills favorable topic - girls and food. 

Subject told M that when in Hew York he wants to buy a "synthetic fur coat" for 
his wife. One of the most active participants in twist-party organized by M 
on 18 July I960 at Sage Hall. He roal'y enjoyed twist and c ha-cha-cha. 

Subject and BllPKHANOV eat ayft&tity in their rooms because Subject is cooking 
most of tho time their national dishes for both. M was also treated with 
Uzbek national dishes prepared by Subject. 

2* Subject avoidod political discussions ,anu when finally involved 
into them, used to repeat meaningless plirasea from Soviet propaganda-arsenal. 

He might ’nave boon , however, much more politically articulated tlian his "master" 
but simply did not want to show it. Thus, at least on one occasion he 
corrected i.U-dlLVJGV on Sovict-CMneso conflict. Otherwise he used to. -'raise 
the party end ifikita Sergeevich , oven for liquidation of bigamie which was 
/ ozls ling in Ih-.bel: i s.i.an. 


y « 


Subject: JDU. Loo J 

> 

Sourco : M 

D&HL- : 17-19 July 1963 


1. Subject is E stonian , i enal e , teacher ox English at Technical Jj^stitute 
jin TALLIN,E s tonian S5R, aged 38, married, has a child a g ed2, claimed to be non- 
party, her husband is an economist in Tallin j intelligent^ type of an opportunist. 
5’ 6, blonde, round face, slightly turned up nose, blue eyes, Baltic type. 

Subject has a sister in Sweden who is a famous singer. The latter’s songs 
were broadcast at one time on Finnish Radio (Helsinki Station). Subject hopes to 
visit her next year. Ir, 1961 Subject wanted to go to England as exchange-teacher 
but received no permit from Soviet authorities. Now, only in I'ay> he was informed 
about hor "oing to the States. Two days later she was on her way to Moscow. 

Thoro thojf had to pass medical and "all lands" of examinations. She had no 
special c our so but all had to read "Encyclopedia Americana". 

M met her first on 17 July in the Cafeteria at breakfast together with FREDVECHNAZA 
and KOSTELCV. Next day during lunchtime they spoko tete-a-tete. 

2. To 11 Subject norms to bo a genuine E s tthni an patriot but of a passive 
o] >) iorti mi stl c. na Lure . 


3. Subject likes jazz and modom music in general. She visitod Ithaca- 
Museum and saw some modem naitings. She liked the modern ones but disliked the 
super-abstractionists. On, 19 July at noon at Cafeteria M had lunch with 

J 

of Russian writers 

Subject and three other teachers (all females) . Thor ashed 11 v:lm^v:as most 
popular nowadays .in the States. H mentioned lh\:rridtN AK , Ml Mhv; i 1U1U3 , iEVTlj :TrI15T]K0. 
Subject mulled when II pronounced ERENBHUG and ono of tho toachors remarked: but 
they all are politics and not literature". Thuy M was told that nowadays in 
Russia most popular are IM-UNGWAff . T. S. Eliot and SALINGER. 
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Topics discussed with Subject 


1* How Soviet Constitution 


Subjecfyknew that a now const! tutiomas being prepared. At one time 
people talked that it vail give more rights and wider competences to republics. 
Still, such domains as finSces, defence and similar will be centralised in 
Moscow. Also irrfasa: foreign commerce should remain centralised as all-union. 

M's impression was that Subject vas not very happy about the new constitution. 

2. P resent situati o n in Estonia 

Subject stressed that Estonians are now much better offf 1 than at 
Stalin's time. T^n years ago all orders and instructions were coming from 
Moscow. Mow it all changed. The Estonian government enjoys wide authononic 
competences and Estonia will never become a province of Russia. 

95 % of population speaks Estonian. Schools are Estonian and Russian is 

taught only in primary and secondary schools. At higher schools only at Philology 

& 

gy faculties Russian is obligotary. Most people learn instead of Russian^English. 

Estonian do care for their culture and language. They never resign 
from using their nativo tongue. Amalgamation of nations does not mean a 
liquidation of individual nations and their culturos. "At least we Estonians 
nro not going to think so". 

Estonia continues to bo a discussion club. Thus many an Estonian 
scientist rejects Lysenko's theory. Just at the present time there is a 
discussion going on as to best methods of .instruction at schools, "lie are 
not going to copy completely from Moscow". 

The attacks against liberal writers wore much milder in Estonia 
than in the rest r >(‘ l.iio Soviet Union. "W n nro discus ring things and not 
quarelling". 

3. Soviet Romanian relations 


Subject didn't think tint relations between Rvjnania and Moscow were as "bad 

as M told her. 'hill we knew in Estonia was that the chief of CP Romania was 
not in Berlin". 


Subject: '* PREDVSGHNAYA, Leni a na 
SOURDK : M 

DATE : 17-19 July 1963 


1. Subject is Docent o f Engl ish at the institute of Foreign 

TP 

Languages in MOSCOW* Female, Russian, 45-50, 5’ 5, blonde, longish face formal built 
wears no glasses, party-member, intelligent, uses reasonable arguments, mxm&D&BdL 
sympathetic* He husband is a scientist. She reads "Novoe Russkoo Slovo" at 
the Cornell Library* 

2. Subject avoided in general controversial political topics. She 
was very much interested in American way of life, American literature, and asked 
11 for a book about "American realism". M gave her "Carpetbeggars". 


# * 


SUBJECT : PROKOPOVICH^ Bchmrd ^mh^lovich d r -V ■ Q 

SOURCE : M 

DATE : 16-19 July 1963 


1. Subject is a teacher of Eng lish from MINSK, Byelorussian SSR. 

He is Byelorussian, aged 25-27, 5*7, slim, blond, c cubed straight back, wears 

gla. ses.briie eye s, oval face, phlegmatic, of average intelligence! speaks Russian 

with Byelorussian ac'ant * H 0 told I' that for 4 years he studied English 

in 

in MINSK and then tought for one yearf also^JIINSK). Conscious of his Byelorussian 

nationality. Speaks also polish: ho told M that till his 3bb: age of 12 he spoke 

mostly Polish. Married. Likes girls, in particular American girls, and also 

showed some inclinations towards homosexualism. This was noticed by M in 

hn d 

Subjcctfeatti tilde towards a young American student who owns the car with the 
plate: N 1011 Q Oliio 19t>3 . Subjoct wanted to go with the student to Now 

Jfork, N # Y* on a weekend. 

Subject likes ; :m nrhnrrr r dancing and 

does it well, including modem dances* ‘Also likes beer* He participated in 
the twist-party organized by M and then went together with others to a bar 
in the city* 


y * 


- 2 - 


Tooics dlscu.-sed with Subject 
1. New Soviet Constitution 

Subject Ionov that it was boing just now prepared. They also prepare 

a new national hjnonc anthem, A s to .constitution Subject did not expect many new 

A 

obliges, First there wall be a project which will be natio-widei- r discus5ed by 
the people. All kinds of questionaries are being now prepared which will be 
send all over the Soviet Union, Soviet press mill also devoto special room 
for the Constitution-discussion, The dii-ect question as to what individual 
republics have to expect from the future constitution Subject that 

its contents "will depend on people’s discussion, and on course, on the 
project", lie refused to say anything more about it, 

2, Sino-Soviet conflict 

Subjoct felt vory unhappy a tout the conflict. When drunk ho 

stressed that it was obvious that only America will benefit from it, "Of course, 

only if she will lenow how to benefit from". Subject was disgusted with 
them 

Chinese, He callcd^irresponsible and crazy. Therefore he supp-orts 
full/ y tho Russians, 

J. Uy-ra i nian?: in tho Soviet, Union 

According to Subject Ukrainians are tho most nationalistically 

minded nation of the Soviet Union, There were 42 millions of than and.no 

> 

wonder theyiare to bo counted with* Podgornyi 1 s elevation to Moscow-post was 
for bin just log:! eel consequence of' tho rolo of Ukrainians dm the all -union 
ncolo in general. 

4# Kazakhstan 

Subject rejected the idea that all non-Russian nationalities are 


-3- 


there forcibly russified. According to what he was told by the people who were 
in Kazakhstan recently all nationalities have their own schools, even publish 
their local newspapers , and have their own libraries* Much "nativo literature" 
is also being cent f» i om native republics. Of course, Ruslan is predominant but' 
he knew that there were whole new villages without one single Russian* 


5* Russification of Byelorussia 


Subject admitted that many Byelorussians are getting russified 
"bit on the other hand there a re still Byelorussian schools, writers, 
intelligentsia aso"* He was sure that Byelorussians will retain their 
separate national entity. 


6. Jew: 


Bubjcct stressed that ho was nofanti- somite* 




howavor, tint Jews "livo evon better than Russians or anybody else". 

"They simply lenow how to do it". Ho meant that they infiltrate all commercial 


organizations and make big profits* 


y * 
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SUBJECT rTSIV AUIUK, Galina i "• i- . ' ^ ~ 

SOURCE : M 

DATE : 17-19 July 1963 

1* Subject is a lectur er in Physics at R OSTOV-INSTITUTE, Ukrainian, 
aged 45 , 5 * 4, fat , blonde, blue eyes, round full face, large breast. Party -membe r, 
sra - fchw y , speaks Russian and only fair Ukrainian, Her husband is a "scientist "too# 
Complained about American food and therefore preferred to stick to their man own 
cans they brought from the Soviet Union, Avoided political discussions and 
when involved in then repeated propaganda phrases, 

2, Subject is author of a book on physics in English, and was vory 
proud ot it, 

3, Subject has a daughter 18 years old and asked M to visit their house 
in ROSTOV, When asked about the address she refused to give it and told him' to 
cone diiectly to the Institute, 



SUBJECT; In & frru , a teacher from MOSCOW 


SOURCE : M 

DATE ; 17-19 July 1963 

1, Subject is a teacher of English from MOSCOW, she was guest of 
Prof FAIRBANKS of Cornell University and went with his American friends to a 
picnic. Aged 30, 5’7, brown hair, solid, brown eyes, has an intelligent face, 
married, has a son aged 9> likes classic and jazz music, at home listened to 
the NEWS of the USA". 

She told M that after her return to Moscow she will staart 
teaching her class to play baseball • Asked him also where she could get 
"Children's Lotto". When in company of others M mentioned the case of 
GOLNITSYN she was very interested in it and wanted M to tell her all about* 
She also told him that she would like to read "Doktor Zhivago"* 



* 

SUBJEGTf^ ficolai «Inu . q . 'o , 

?. /? t' 

SOURCE ; M 

DATE j 16-19 July 1963 

1. Subject claimed to be a teacher from VOLGOGRAD, Rus si a n, aged 35, 5*5, 
bald, round face, slightly turned up nose, solid) looks like a KGB officer of 
middle rank. Defended Stalinism, attacked bourgoeis nationalists abroad and 
"their remnants" in the Soviet Union. Told M that he read a book by Parson about 
American beatniks. Young liberal writers he was going to classify as speci^La- 
kind of Soviet beatniks. In his definition: Soviet beatniks are young people, 
children of hardyf working parents, who refuse to work and therefore are being 
now "transfer’ ed" to far away places in Siberia. 


V * 


